1783]                    THE COALITION
state here that the East India Company was in a dcplc condition, mainly owing to the war with Ilycler Ali and tl subordination anct rapacity of the Company's servants, whic to abuses degrading to Britain and oppressive to the nati India. According to the terms of North's Regulating / 1773, Parliament had the right of intervention in all m of high policy; but in one important question the Compan set its behests at naught In April 1782 a vote of censur passed on the Governor-General, Warren Hastings, an< Company was requested to recall him. The Court of Dir issued an order to this effect; but the Court of ProprieU versed their decision, and Hastings was left in a positioi biguous and irritating to all parties. Consequently clicta policy and the interests of the nation compelled Parliamt assert its paramount authority.
But the manner of the intervention and the act itself alike extraordinary. The new India Bill was the joint w< Fox and Burke with some aid from the law-officers of the C It has often been said, on the .scantiest of evidence, to have framed mainly by Burke; but the clauses which abrogralt Charter of the ICast India Company and vested the eon! Indian affairs chiefly in Parliament, bear the imprint of the of Fox rather than of the more cautious and conservative > man.' In strict propriety the measure ought to have origi with Lord North. lie privately expressed his approva then, alleging indisposition, stayed away from i'arliame the day of its introduction,8
Fox opened his cane in a speech of great power. He d on the ills resulting from the disorder* in the Company's atttrfurce and ICliot at C; and on the uth they cro««ed to C*ut;tis. He found th to Reims more comfortable, and the appearance of t «»f ttf
